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CERTIFICATES. 

1. ALLOCATION AND SuppPty. 

Commission reaffirms and adopts Phillips case economic factor of 4, as 
sufficient in this certificate case, for determining Continental’s unit cost 
of exploring for gas as opposed to oil; although on proper record in rate 
case a different factor might be justified. Continental Oil Co_.--------- 

In allocating production cost Commission uses gross revenues method; 
it not seeming unreasonable to utilize relationship between price CATCO 
expected to get for gas and price it did get for liquids. Continental Oil 

Mississippi’s right to serve its industrials has been substantially retained 
when consideration is given nonfirm nature of the service, substantial 
capacity allocated industrials, and availability of gas from Transmission. 
AIRES TOG GOR C6 «oo ci cidnautnnamenntncannanwaak seen ; 

Taking notice of the needs of four Mississippi customers who were not 
participants, Commission reserves allocation of gas for such customers for 
a reasonable time, pending application therefor. Arkansas Louisiana Gas 

Commission issues order allocating capacity on Mississippi’s system 
pursuant to proceedings initiated under Section 5(a) and 7(a) of the 
Nasural Gas Act. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 

2. CONDITIONS. 

Finding no compelling evidence to justify an initial wellhead price in 
excess of area ceiling, Commission conditions certificates for proposed sales 
in “Other”? Oklahoma at initial wellhead price of 15 cents per Mecf. Pan- 
WOUNEEE TOP FU TIE CW wk icon wn heen ceca bate 

Absent cost of service evidence Commission allows Shell 2.5 cents per 
Mef for services beyond wellhead in sale of Elk City gas to Panhandle and 
conditions certificate at total initial price of 17.5 cents per Mef. Pan- 
RED TION: FON GO Os 6 acne te ndktoeetudninncaduddeea wae 

A condition which was part of order issued on limited record in certificate 
proceeding could not, in the circumstances, predetermine method of allo- 
cation to be adopted in future rate case. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co- 

Commission conditions producer certificates at initial wellhead price of 
17 cents per Mef for sales in Panhandle area and 15 cents for sales in 
“Other” Oklahoma area. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co__..------- 

Commission requires refunds of amounts above permanently certificated 
rate with respect to the two producers whose temporary authorizations 
contained rate conditions. The Ohio Oil Co., Operator_________..-.--_-- 

Value of trend evidence discussed; Commission finds no evidence which 
compels a finding that producers’ initial contract price is required by 
public convenience and necessity; concludes certificates should be condi- 
tioned upon filing of initial price not in excess of in line area price of 15.384 
Ce a 8 ee ee ie ek 

3. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

A sale of gas would not meet test of public convenience and necessity 
if price at time contract was made was not “in line’? with other prices in 
Cet CO OO nn hess cee see ae ea 

Concluding proposed sales are required by public convenience and neces- 
sity at prices not in excess of 16.5 and 17.0 cents, Commission notes such 
price levels will not result in triggering of general price rises or an increase 
in United’s existing rates by reason of “favored nation”’ clauses or other- 
Wine, “Wied. Cree Cae ee Cn i tera oa a ak ao 

Value of trend evidence discussed; Commission finds no evidence which 
compels a finding that producers’ initial contract price is required by 
public convenience and necessity; concludes certificates should be condi- 
tioned upon filing of initial price not in excess of in line area price of 15.384- 
cents. El Paso Natural Gas Co 


736—330---64-—_ 95 


Page 
103 


104 


706 


707 


709 


44 


1138 


100 


553 


1138 








1468 INDEX-DIGEST 


CERTIFICATES—Continued 

4. FAacILitiEs. 

Commission directs Transcontinental to establish physical connections 
of its transportation facilities with applicants’ proposed facilities and deliver 
and sell natural gas to applicants under Section 7(a) of the Natural Gas Act. 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp----- ; ‘ 

Under facts and circumstance of this proceeding Commission fine ds 10- 
cent formula should apply to construction of laterals for service to North 
Central Public Service Co. and Wisconsin Power and Light Co., however 
such finding should not be construed as necessarily foreclosing Michigan 
Wisconsin from contesting application of formula in future proceedings. 
re Cee Fe EE Oe oie go se eo a a pean ine cp neta 

Commission directs Panhandle Eastern and Trunkline, under Section 7 (a) 
of the Natural Gas Act, to establish and maintain physical connection of 
their transportation facilities with applicant’s proposed facilities, and 
deliver and sell natural gas to applicants. American Louisiana Pipe Line 


Commission directs Michigan Wisconsin, under Section 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act, to extend its transportation facilities, establish and 
maintain connection of such facilities with applicants’ proposed facilities, 
and deliver and sell natural gas to applicants. American Louisiana Pipe 
UE od aes tala iawe acquis udaaemmawaumee a 

5. Factors. 

(a) End Use. 

Noting that Mississippi’s resale customers’ requirements include indus- 
trial sales, Commission finds no justification in the record for favoring such 
sales over Mississippi’s direct industrial customers. Arkansas Louisiana 
(b) Gas Supply. 

Size of reserves and high initial availability of gas are not factors to be 
considered in fixing Shell’s price for Elk City gas; apart from some specific 
service or forbearance or special circumstances, value of gas to pipeline 
purchaser is not a consideration in certification of initial prices under area 
pricing policy. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_....----.------------- 

Noting that proof of reserves should ordinarily be made in producer 
cases, Commission finds CATCO reserves sufficient. Continental Oil Co-- 

Prepayment provisions of Michigan Wisconsin contracts allowed: Com- 
mission finds such arrangements represent reasonable solution to Michigan 
Wisconsin’s need for large, flexible new supply; such increased costs to 
jurisdictional customers as may reasonably be expected to result therefrom 
will not be excessive; and benefits to all concerned, including jurisdictional 
customers, justify such allowance. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co___- 

(c) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions. 

Should current review of area boundaries result in increase in initial 
wellhead price level for new gas in area of sales here proposed, producer 
applicants may substitute new rates reflecting the increase and thereafter 
collect such rates prospectively in lieu of initial rates herein required. 
PEE ENOTES FTO BABE OOo cs ct denn caecensneds canciones 

Since 15 cents area ceiling price in Elk City field is based on wellhead 
sales, Shell is permitted to recover as part of initial price so much cost of 
gathering, dehydration and compression as is properly allocable to Elk 

ity sale. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

Determination of initial rates on basis of field prices adjusted upward 
for increases in drilling costs found inappropriate; since field prices were 
not found equivalent to cost, it was not proper to apply percentage escs ula- 
tion derived from cost factors to a base derived from field prices. Conti- 
a Pea are te Ret hee elt i 

Distinguishing firm and interruptible service, Commission holds that 
if utility has right to curtail service, customers receive and pay for inter- 
ruptible service even if right of curtailment is not exercised . .. thus 
service to Mississippi’s so-called firm customers is interruptible and must 
be considered as such when determining possible impairment. Arkansas 
RII I da oc eaten ods nate acaaaidn eh aan 

Commission notes Examiner’s discussion of appropriate price “line’’ for 
area in terms of comparison with other sales and his official notice of other 
area prices as reflected by past orders, and on basis of these matters spe- 
cifically finds a base price of 17¢ per Mcf, exclusive of tax reimbursements, 
is in line for proposed northern Louisiana sales. American Louisiana 


Pipe Line Co 


Page 


863 


969 


i ssbb k  aelai-og tuned es 30 ie eS oie ps alone ace a pl Sag Sa a SE Sa em i pa as epee ee 969, 983 


703 


43 


45 


100 


705 





~~ OD 


aon 


—_~_ ~~ * bee Ot 


oe ii allie. ii 








INDEX-DIGEST 


CERTIFICA TES—Continued 
5. Factors—Continued 
(c) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions—Continued 

Interpreting tariff provision, Commission holds that no applicant is 
deemed to have waived any rights it may have under Section 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act by reason of such provision; moreover it is not construed 
as an encroachment on Commission’s power to act under Section 7(a) of 
the.set. Colovate Faterelale Ges C6. ccc ce tcecbe ctsannsde—seddands 

Evidence presented by producers offers no substantial, let alone com- 
pelling, proof of public’s need to have gas supplies certificated at proposed 
contract price, or any initial price in excess of in line price of 15.348 cents. 
Bi Paso: Met GON CA. 5 sic ncendcctadionsdncnidah tudhiasnsnbons eee 

Value of trend evidence discussed; Commission finds no evidence which 
compels a finding that producers’ initial contract price is required by public 
convenience and necessity; concludes certificates should be conditioned 
upon filing of initial price not in excess of in line area price of 15.384 cents. 
BE FO I a itis ee anima newncuamaneadoudennasos ese 

(d) Pipeline Capacity. 

Holding Mississippi has not performed its obligation to its utility 
customers, Commission orders additional capacity be supplied such 
customers (from portion of gas now going to industrials), giving first 
consideration to needs of domestic and commercial users. Arkansas 
LORE GAE Ci nid ci cabinndantitanamcatcystaduiedddedaeas asa 

Mississippi’s right to serve its industrials has been substantially retained 
when consideration is given nonfirm nature of the service, substantial 
capacity allocated industrials, and availability of gas from Transmission. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 

6. GENERAL. 

While Policy Statement contemplates changes in area boundaries and 
price levels as facts coming before Commission compel such adjustments, 
it should not be construed as suggesting that changes will readily be made 
in individual proceedings; only a very compelling showing would warrant 
any change on case by case basis. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_-_.-- 

Size of reserves and high initial availability of gas are not factors to be 
considered in fixing Shell’s price for Elk City gas; apart from some specific 
service or forbearance or special circumstances, value of gas to pipeline 
purchaser is not a consideration in certification of initial prices under area 
pricing policy. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co__-..------------------ 

Rate-of-take provisions in producer contracts allowed (15 years Elk City; 
20 years en route); there being no suggestion of a resulting overall deliver- 
ability life of Panhandle reserves less than that which is usually required. 
Pepandt Tiaees Feed TAN Cia occ hed Had tmanianwantcconnaweans ac 

Commission allows take-or-pay and Btu adjustments in producer con- 
tracts subject to final determination in rule making proceedings (R-199; 
R-200). Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co..-...--.------------------- 

Producer applicants who cancelled contracts allowed to resubmit 
applications on terms and conditions originally applied for; in such event 
applications shall be reinstated and certificates issued Nunc pro tunc on same 
terms and conditions as other producers. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co- 

Question of ‘‘in lineness’”’ should be determined as of 1956 contract date 
using prevailing field prices not affected by initial prices courts have called 
into question; otherwise CATCO would be enriched because of procedural 
GRIT, “CCR Oe a oa ok oe cen cee steeee 

Commission notes that method used here would not be appropriate 
where area price levels are applicable or where area rate proceedings have 
been held with. resulting elimination of price problem. Continental Oil 


Under instant circumstances, price is not “in line’ as of given time if it is 
highest or in highest group of prices theretofore paid; Commission finds 
that price not in excess of 1844 cents would be ‘“‘in line’”’ for CATCO sales, 
although higher than majority of 1956 prices. Continental Oil Co_------ 

CATCO permitted to continue collection of additional 1.5 cents per Mef 
on Zone 3 production for partial reimbursement of Louisiana Severance 
tax, subject to refund should Zone 3 be adjudicated to lie within Federal 
jurisdiction. Continental Oil Co 

Provisions of CATCO contracts would not trigger existing favored nation 
clauses in Tennessee’s other contracts because Cameron area is outside 
TGT supply area; nor would any other company’s contracts be triggered. 
CEIRIEND GHP Oleg ei end di cccuccesenduncnusacssaeslexataaeaaamn 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
6. GENERAL—Continued 
Panhandle case (Op. No. 350) found controlling with respect to determi- 
nation of price and area questions in this proceeding. Michigan-Wiscon- 
RE EE oa neo eaemnmuedencn neat now nace eee 
Evidence of comparative costs and geological, operating and marketing 
characteristics of Woodward area is not of such compelling nature as to cause 
Commission to depart from pricing pattern established in Policy State- 
ment. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe ee ee ee au eee ne 
Until such time as Woodward area develops to extent that area hearing 
may be utilized to determine area prices, or evidence of necessity of ad hoc 
adjustment is more compelling than here, Commission will adhere to ceil- 
ing levels set forth in Policy Statement. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line 
Oh a ra ik ot ee ee ee 
Should current study of area boundaries result in any increase in area 
price levels applicable to sales herein certificated, producers may substitute 
new rates consistent with their contracts reflecting such increase and col- 
lect new rates prospectively in lieu of initial rates herein required. Michi- 
gan-Wissenain Pine Lint. Ce.20322 20 nnn nnccenne tke eke co enc ls ncune 
Commission allows 100 percent take-or-pay provision proposed by pro- 
ducers subject to ultimate disposition with respect thereto in rulemaking 
proceeding (R-199). Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co.-..-.--.------- 
Prepayment provisions of Michigan-Wisconsin contracts allowed: Com- 
mission finds such arrangements represent reasonable solution to Michigan- 
Wisconsin’s need for large, flexible new supply; such increased costs to 
jurisdictional customers as may reasonably be expected to result there from 
will not be excessive; and benefits to all concerned, including jurisdictional 
customers, justify such allowance. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co_-_- 
Commission rejects Staff contention that initial prices be for gas dehy- 
drated in accordance with standard for pipeline quality gas proposed in 
Docket No. R-200; finds nothing in this record to show that proposed sales 
are not of pipeline quality gas as that term is generally understood in 
these pricing areas. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co___-_------------ 
In determining ‘‘in line’ price for producer contracts herein, Commission 
considers contract prices prevailing during period such contracts were 
signed; finding ‘“‘in line’ price in North Louisiana was 16.5 cents until 
May, 1959 and 17 cents thereafter. The Ohio Oil Co._..-------------- 
While arrangement by which more expensive pipeline gas is sold to 
Laclede and Illinois Power is unsatisfactory, this is not a rate case and 
proper rates of Mississippi and Transmission should be left to later pro- 
ceeding. _Arkansae-Loutsiana Gag Co... 2-6 eel 
Mississippi required to file applications for certificates for authority to 
continue to serve such direct sales customers as it was not serving on 
effective date of its “Grandfather” certificate. IJd_..-...-.-.---------- 
Statement of General Policy is not in and of itself controlling in case of 
initial prices proposed under pre-Policy statement contracts, at least when 
service has been theretofore initiated. [here deliveries have not started]. 
UIC EUnet) TARE CO... wc ce anueneseecunnneccuoe 
Commission notes Examiner’s discussion of appropriate price ‘‘line’’ for 
area in terms of comparison with other sales and his official notice of other 
area prices as reflected by past orders, and on basis of these matters specif- 
ically finds a base price of 17¢ per Mef, exclusive of tax reimbursements, 
is in line for proposed northern Louisiana sales. American Louisiana 
FUG TAME Os on eas oe ee ee eer ot eee eee 
t is unnecessary here to determine whether there are circumstances 
in which stock acquisition of one natural gas company by another would 
constitute, or be part of, acquisition of facilities under Section 7(c) of the 
Act, or explore reach of dictum in California v. F.P.C., raising question 
of existence of such authority. Humble Oil and Refining Co__---------- 
While few gas prices are available for comparison in area here involved, 
such prices, together with record, sufficiently support 16-cent price pro- 
osed by Hunt-Herbert and TXL [now Texaco, Inc.]. Montana-Dakota 
ONE WR arn cane ache ne aay sine am cabinet or ce aes eae 
Applications of Amerada and Signal severed from proceeding for sub- 
sequent decision as to disputed issues of price and jurisdiction. Montana- 
SI FT i ne a a ee ee er ee een 
To accept producers’ contract price on theory advanced by them— 
based upon economic evidence—would be tantamount to abdication of 
Commission’s regulatory responsibility under the Natural Gas Act. El 
Paso Natural Gas Co 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 

6. GENERAL—Continued 

To preside over rising spiral of prices as dictated by competition in open 
market and trends associated therewith, would be to forego regulation of 
producer prices in public interest, and be inconsistent with ‘‘real adminis- 
trative effort to hold back prices’’ demanded of Commission by CATCO. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co 

Evidence presented by producers offers no substantial, let alone com- 
pelling proof of public’s need to have gas supplies certificated at proposed 
contract price, or any initial price in excess of in line price of 15.384 cents. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co 

Commission states that Glassell Case in no way bears upon use of trend 
evidence in either rate or certificate proceeding for purpose of justifying 
rates on some basis other than traditional rate base cost of service ap- 
proach. £l Paso Natural Gas Co 

Existing Utah sales cannot be relied upon in determining price level for 
Red Wash sales here; Uintah Basin sales do not represent sufficient quanti- 
ties or enough contracts to constitute established and stable market; other 
sales, while in sizable quantities, are in a-wholly unrelated geological pro- 
ducing and marketing area. Standard Oil Co. of California 

Price line for sales in neighboring Wyoming may appropriately be applied 
to Red Wash sales since this producing region with respect to geology, 
geography, producing and marketing, is quite similar to Uintah Basin. 
Sande od Ce: of Califerte. or ores eee Ae 

Distinguishing Panhandle case, Commission rejects producer contention 
that in line price should apply to gas at the wellhead. Standard Oil Co. of 
California 

Referring to Opinion 358 Commission concludes 15.384 cent price there 
authorized should apply to Red Wash sales. Standard Oil Co of Cali- 


1157 


1158 


fornia 1158, 1160 


Additional allowance for gathering, compressing, etc. is not applicable 
in other areas where gas is traditionally sold at tailgate of plant; in line 
price in each area is determined at customary delivery point in that area. 
Standard Oil Co. of California 

Producers’ take-or-pay provisions allowed, subject to ultimate disposition 
in Docket No. R-199. Standard Oil Co. of California 

Statement of General Policy is not in and of itself controlling in case of 
initial prices proposed under pre-Policy statement contracts, at least when 
service has been theretofore initiated. [here deliveries have not started] 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co 

Commission notes Examiner’s discussion of appropriate “price line’’ for 
area in terms of comparison with other sales and his official notice of otherarea 
prices as reflected by past orders, and on basis of these matters specifically 
jinds a base price of 17¢ per Mcf, exclusive of tax reimbursements, is in line 
for proposed northern Louisiana sales. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co- 

7. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATES. 

Absent a finding of its ability to perform, Pan American’s certificate 
application is denied and temporary authorization rescinded. El Paso 
Natural Gas Co 
COST OF SERVICE. 

1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF Cost. 

Since Tennessee operates a fully integrated transmission system providing 
essentially same type of pipeline service in all zones, with zone boundaries 
which do not correspond to any actual divisions in system operations or 
service, Commission finds it obviously impossible to identify the portion of 
its main-line facilities which was installed or is used specifically for benefit 
of any individual customer. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 

Commission adopts Mecf-mile method (with modifications) for allocation 
of Tennessee’s system-wide transmission costs between existing zones to be 
applicable for future—unless or until demonstrated that a change is re- 


quired. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 206, 215 


Any allocation method for Tennessee’s system should meet following 
basic requirements: (1) Assign fair share of total system cost of service to 
each zone; (2) be practical and not so complex as to require long tedious 
studies, etc., but one that can be expeditiously applied to facts quickly 
ascertainable; and (3) results reached should make sense. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 











































































































1472 _—=C«C INDEX-DIGEST 






COST OF SERVICE—Continued 
1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF Cost—Continued 
Commission policy of using system-wide average of mainline transmis- 
sion costs of integrated pipeline as foundation for allocation of costs to zones 
or classes of customers, results in administrative simplicity; but more im- 
portantly the sharing of system costs on systemwide basis is a fairer and 
more rational concept of allocation than any attempt to guess what it 


might cost to serve each individual customer separately. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 


As between two allocation procedures, both economically defensible, that 
one should be preferred which minimizes the differential in zone rates; but 
differences in cost in system as large as Tennessee’s should not be ignored 
since use of average cost method without zone differentials would, in cireum- 
stances of this case, result in undue discrimination. Tennessee Gas Trans- 
PN a scalar ances ts is ek cicreseniantiletemenia apa he eae tages MAN ee RUE eat 

In determining extent to which modification of average cost method is 
required, Commission considers load factor, load density and distance of 
transmission, of which, the latter has most constant and predictable relation 
to cost.. Dennesese. Gas. Tranemetsion Co...........-2ccicencinee cece 

Where zones of a pipeline system have no extreme variations in load 
factors or load density, density factor can, by Mef-mile method, be applied 
directly to system-wide costs to provide allocation giving reasonable 
effect to increase in cost of transmission in each successive zone without 
disregarding that facilities in each zone are part of integrated system. 
MMOCIES TENE 2 VAM MIMEIIDONR OS cic cics od Sia: ase mie aah ym eek cig mi 

Commission rejects zone-by-zone method for Tennessee’s system; 
finding there is no objective formula for determining ‘‘actual cost’’ of 
serving one or more customers from integrated pipeline, and noting that 
segregation of facilities contemplated by zone-by-zone method has never 
been approved as a basis of allocation of transmission costs of integrated 
system, . Tennssose Gae Transmassion® CO... on ok econ c- cnc n cits nn nne 

A condition which was part of order issued on limited record in certificate 
proceeding could not, in the circumstances, predetermine method of alloca- 
tion to be adopted in future rate case. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co_ 

City gate service found only characteristic of New England zone re- 
quiring departure from Mef-mile method of allocation; since facilities 
required for such service are readily distinguishable from general system 
facilities, cost thereof should be assigned to New England zone. Tennessee 
Gas Transmission Co 


In adjusting Mcf-mile method with respect to New England zone, Com- 
mission employs Docket No. G-5259 revenue levels to apportion fifty 
percent of demand and commodity costs to provide reasonable means of 
insuring long deferred transition to Mef-mile cost allocation in a gradual 
and orderly manner without unduly disrupting marketing patterns devel- 
oped by Tennessee’s customers. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co__------ 

Commission concludes it both fair and reasonable to allocate to peaking 
and storage services costs equal to the total revenues actually realized, such 
costs to be deducted from system-wide costs before application of allocation 
method herein approved. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co____---------- 

Commission rejects use of average monthly billing demands for alloca- 
tion of demand responsibility; finding this departure from usual practice 


of using actual peak period is not adequately supported by the evidence. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 


Commission determines principles and methods of allocation for Tennes- 


see’s system under Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 


In light of present record Commission is of the opinion that it was not 
in the public interest to establish separate supplier of gas and impose high 
costs of new pipeline wholly on Laclede and Illinois Power . . . costs of 
pipeline extensions ordinarily being rolled-in so all customers bear new 
costs, consistent with Commission allocation principles. Arkansas-Lou- 
SO se ot Sctraccerd REE ben ees 

Commission finds subparagraph 3(a) unreasonable, unduly discrimina- 
tory, etc., since it requires that increases in suppliers’ demand charge, 
properly classified as demand costs, be recovered by Respondent solely 
through increases in commodity charge ; orders limitations expressed therein 
be deemed inoperative and of no effect. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas 


Co 
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COST OF SERVICE—Continued 

1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION oF Cost—Continued 

Use of single 3-day peak period for each test year is fair, reasonable and 
conventiona! basis for testing system capacity during test period and for 
allocating demand costs between jurisdictional and non-jurisdictional 
customers. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

2. GENERAL. 

Absent cost of service evidence Commission allows Shell 2.5 cents per 
Mef for services beyond wellhead in sale of Elk City gas to Panhandle and 
conditions certificate at total initial price of 17.5 cents per Mcf. Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Co 

Commission states that Glassell case in no way bears upon use of trend 
evidence in either rate or certificate proceeding for purpose of justifying 
rates on some basis other than traditional rate base cost of service approach. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co- 

‘Merit increases’, occurring after test year for prospective period, dis- 
allowed in cost of service. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

3. OPERATING ExpENsEs (in general). 

Respondent allowed to recoup through G-5471 rates the portion of un- 
amortized rate case expense allowable to jurisdictional sales. Alabama- 
Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Commission disallows claimed court costs which are not known or reason- 
ably predictable, but are speculative; allows proper regulatory expense to 
be spread over 8-year period. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

4, TAXEs. 

No contentions being made that after taking into account statutory de- 
ductions Continental would pay any Federal income taxes, no “actual 
taxes’ were included in cost of service computation. Continental Oil Co- - 

Deferring decision on use of liberalized depreciation in computation of 
Respondent’s income taxes and accumulated taxes in determination of its 
rate of return, Commission states that any change in its policy with respect 
thereto will be applicable to rates here prescribed from and after date of 
such decision. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co os cahed ea aeeibacisin a AE Aa 

Since it is re-examining issue of income taxes, Commission follows pre- 
vious policy of permitting company to include in cost of service taxes com- 
puted on basis of straight line depreciation, while paying taxes on basis of 
liberalized depreciation; any policy change would be applied only prospec- 
tively. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co fats 

Commission allows depreciation rate of 3.2 percent; rejects Respondent’s 
request for 3.5 percent, subject to refund pending supplier’s similar request. 
Alabama- Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Commission agrees that no deduction for depreciation on rights-of-way 
should be considered in determining Federal income tax allowance, Ala- 
bama- Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

5. Test PErtop. 

Commission uses test year concept for determining just and reasonable 
rates for each of three locked-in periods; rejects Respondent’s requested 
use of each and all five years embraced by such periods; uses test years 
1958 and 1959, but employs two-year interval, 1955 and 1956, for first 
period. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Use of single 3-day peak period for each test year is fair, reasonable and 
conventional basis for testing system capacity during test period and for 
allocating demand costs between jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional 
customers. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

In determining prospective rates it is generally desirable to use most 
recent period of actual experience for test years because such data tend to 


be more realistic and representative for the future. Alabama-Tennessee 
Natural Gas Co 


JURISDICTION. 


1. Etectric Eneray, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN INTERSTATE Com- 
MERCE. 

Commission finds issuance of securities herein compatible with the 
public interest and emphasizes its lack of jurisdiction over construction of 
facilities by private electric companies. Pacific Power & Light Co 

Commission puts aside consideration of political controversy concerning 
disposition of Bonneville surplus, noting it is not for this Commission to 
exercise role of Congress as arbiter of such matters since Congress has yet to 
delegate that authority. Pacific Power & Light Co 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
2. MERGER. 
It is unnecessary here to determine whether there are circumstances in 

which stock acquisition of one natural gas company by another would 

zonstitute, or be part of, acquisition of facilities under Section 7 (c) of the 

Act, or explore reach of dictum in California v. F.P.C., raising question of 

existence of such authority. Humble Oil & Refining Co_._.------------ 

Commission finds it has no jurisdiction over stock acquisition as such, 
and could at most reach such purchases where they are an integral part of 
transaction in which stock purchase is to be followed either by “‘consequent 
transfer of assets from the acquired subsidiary to the acquiring parent’’, 
California v. F.P.C., 295 F. 2d 348, or integration with acquiring corpora- 
eee ee ee eee 

Commission holds that stock acquisition here is not preliminary to 
a facility acquisition upon which it will be called to pass, whose terms and 
consequences should not be ignored in exercise of its responsibilities under 
Sec. 7(c) of the Act. Humble Oil & Refining Co 

In light of evidence as to future operation of acquired jurisdictional 
facilities, Commission finds it is without jurisdiction to determine whether 
such acquisition is in public interest. Humble Oil & Refining Co_------- 

Commission concludes it does not have jurisdiction over Humble’s acquisi- 
tion of stock and terminates proceeding initiated under Sections 14, 15 and 16 
of the Natural Gas Act. Humble Oil & Refining Co 
LICENSE. 

1. Errecrive Dare. 

Licenses for projects constructed subsequent to 1935 amendments to 
the Act should be made effective not later than date of construction of 
such projects. Public Service Company of New Hampshire-------------- 

Commission exercises its discretion in making license effective as of July 
1, 1958. Public Service Company of New Hampshire_.-.--.-.----------- 

In future cases (not involving prior finding of navigability, unauthorized 
construction subsequent to 1935, or other unusual circumstances), policy 
will be to tender licenses effective as of beginning of month present order is 
issued, 7.e., effective April 1, 1952, Commission concluding that to make 
future licenses effective as of date of issuance might encourage further delay 
in filing license application. Public Service Company of New Hampshire-.- 

Commission declines to anticipate approach it will take with license 
application embracing proposed as well as existing project works; present 
ruling as to termination and effective date is not to be followed mechani- 
cally in all cases involving pre-1935 projects on streams used for logging. 
Public Service Company of New Hampshire_--_-------------------+----- 

Commission issues license under Section 4(e) of the Federal Power Act; 
effective July 1, 1958, and terminating December 31, 1993. Public Service 
Company of New Hampshire-------- cine: xed Wintt hd wea aien ore ae 

2. GENERAL 

Discussing contention that construction of line at 500 kv represents a 
“gamble”, Commission observes that any anticipation of future growth is 
a gamble, and failure to anticipate such growth may be a worse gamble. 
I a ne eee ed eee 

Company decision to prepare line for possible future availability of 
Bonneville power found an exercise of business and managerial judgment 
for “og ommission should not substitute its own. Pacific Power & 
TE en ee et TS ok din Gian ane a ea eae aoe a ee 

Commission requires Union Electric to obtain license for its proposed 
Taum Sauk project, pursuant to provision of Federal Power Act. Union 
NE ce pes ee kaa ache cenaneneneasont os kane baa eet 

Appropriate license term for project constructed prior to 1935 famend- 
ments to Federal Power Act and operated thereafter in navigable waters 
without requisite federal authorization is 50 years from 1943, i.e., December 
31, 1993. Public Service Company of New Hampshire-_-_---------------- 

License from Federal Power Commission for an unlicensed project oc- 
cupying navigable stream became mandatory upon adoption of Section 
23(b) in 1935. Public Service Company of New Hampshire ------------- 

A company whose project has enjoyed three or more decades of unreg- 
ulated operation would reap a substantial windfall from its prolonged delay 
in filing were it granted a full 50-year license term from date of issuance. 
Public Service Company of New Hampshire. .-..--.-----------.-------- 

To extent feasible it is duty of sound licensing to minimize inequities. 
Public Service Company of New Hampshire 
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LICENSE—Continued 

2. GENERAL—Continued 

Commission prescribes license term commencing in 1943, for reason con- 
cept of navigability attained its. present. dimension then—citing City of 
Spooner, Wisconsin, Wisconsin Michigan Power Company, and Wisconsin 
Public Service Corporation. Public Service Company of New Hampshire _- 

In future cases (not involving prior finding of navigability, unauthorized 
construction subsequent to 1935, or other unusual circumstances), policy 
will be to tender licenses effective as of beginning of month present order 
is issued, 7.e., April 1, 1962, Commission concluding that to make future 
licenses effective as of date of issuance might encourage further delay in 
filing license application. Public Service Company of New Hampshire -_--- 

In deciding not to impose retrospective charges for period prior to July 
1, 1958, Commission gives some weight to possibility that to do so might 
deter potential applicants from complying with statute, should experience 
indicate such applicants are not voluntarily complying, Commission may 
wish to reconsider its policy on back dating. Public Service Company of 
New Hampshtre 

Effect of present order is to abandon premises enunciated in Carolina 
Aluminum and return to what Commission conceives to be sounder prin- 
ciples of Metropolitan Edison. Public Service Company of New Hampshire- 

Replacement of one timber cribbed dam for another does not warrant the 
grant of 50-year license term from date of partial reconstruction; it would 
be anomalous to establish later termination date merely because applicant 
failed to comply with statute. Public Service Company of New Hamp- 
shire......-. 


Commission declines to anticipate approach it will take with license 
application embracing proposed as well as existing project works; present 
ruling as to termination and effective date is not to be followed mechani- 
cally in all cases involving pre-1935 projects on streams used for logging. 

Commission issues license under Section 4(e) of the Federal Power Act; 
effective July 1, 1958, and terminating December 31, 1993. Public 


Service Company of New Hampshire 
MERGER. 


Merger found in the public interest since (1) evidence shows there is not 
now and has never been competition between the two companies; (2) com- 
bined system would be considerably strengthened financially and thus en- 
abled to more readily secure financing for needed expansion; (3) opportu- 
nities for improvement in load factor would increase; and (4) cost savings 
would be realized, which under Commission regulation, should ultimately 
be reflected in lower rates. Southwest Gas Corp 

Mississippi’s proposed merger with its subsidiary, Transmission, appears 
in public interest because service and rates should not be affected by such 
an artificial corporate division; Commission notes that existing arrange- 
ment has not proved practical and will be abandoned, making unnecessary 
the institution of a Section 5(a) proceeding to determine possible discrimi- 
nation between customers of Mississippi and Transmission. Arkansas- 
Louisiana Gas Co } 

It is unnecessary here to determine whether there are circumstances in 
which stock acquisition of one natural gas company by another would 
constitute, or be part of, acquisition of facilities under Section 7(¢) of the 
Act, or explore reach of dictum in California v. F.P.C., raising question of 
existence of such authority. Humble Oil & Refining Co 
NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

1. Errecr on INTEREsTs OF INTERSTATE OR FoREIGN COMMERCE. 

Rejecting view that “the interests of interstate commerce” in Section 
23(b) [of the FPA] are limited to “effect upon navigable capacity’’, Com- 
mission holds [for the first time] that the development of power for inter- 
state transmission and use is such an effect upon the interests of interstate 
commerce within the meaning of Sec. 23(b) that a project proposed for 
that purpose, which is to be constructed in and will utilize non-navigable 
waters over which Congress has jurisdiction under commerce clause, must 
be licensed. Union Electric Co 

Instant proposal found sufficient evidence of East Fork’s potential to 
affect interstate commerce to cause requirement of license, even if it were 
not shown that downstream navigable capacity will be affected—however, 
Commission concurs in conclusion that it has license jurisdiction because 
of effect on downstream navigation. Union Electric Co 
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NAVIGABLE WATERS 
2. GENERAL 
Commission holds that the non-navigable East Fork of the navigable 

Black River is a stream over which Congress has jurisdiction under the 

Commerce Gauss,” “Union ‘TMlecttie:Ge. oto is sn a ieckn Lo ce wmeeoee 
License from Federal Power Commission for an unlicensed project 

occupying navigable stream became mandatory upon adoption of Section 

23(b) in 1935. Public Service Company of New Hampshire 
3. NAVIGABILITY 
Commission holds that the non-navigable East Fork of the navigable 

Black River is a stream over which Congress has jurisdiction under the 

Commerce sites. “Uinten Tecirie Ce~ -.. 2 22225. io oh en een 
Commission rejects conclusion that a river does not become ‘“‘navigable”’ 

or license necessary until Commission or some other authority so rules; 

holds Section 23 flatly proscribes the unlicensed operation of power project 
in “navigable waters’, and Section 3(8) defining “navigable waters’’ is 
addressed directly to project owners no less than Commission. Public 

Dervice Company Of New Tampere oo oa os oi os a eee cen ceeu cs 
Applicant had no right to rely on Commission finding prior to 1943, as 

to non-navigability of Androscoggin River, once narrow jurisdictional 

criteria formerly employed had been superseded. Public Service Company 

i) Tee EE tn 2 SEO ee oS see emead dean dueueaaneee 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 

1. EvIpENCE. 

Conceding possibility, as Producers contend, that present division of 
Oklahoma counties into Panhandle and ‘Other’ areas is inequitable and 
should be changed, present record does not permit such a finding and 
evidence is insufficient to show that any boundary other than present one 
is proper. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co........------------------- 

Finding no compelling evidence to justify an initial wellhead price in 
excess of area ceiling, Commission conditions certificates for proposed sales 
in “Other”? Oklahoma at initial wellhead price of 15 cents per Mef. Pan- 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

2. OrriciaL NOTIcE. 

Notice found adequate, not unreasonably short, and in no wise incon- 
sistent with regular practice in these matters. Pacific Power & Light Co.. 
RATES, 


1. CoNsTRUCTION OF JUST AND REASONABLE UNDER SEcTION 4 OF 
Naturat Gas Act. 
Commission determines principles and methods of allocation for Tennes- 


see’s system under Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 


While arrangement by which more expensive pipeline gas is sold to 
Laclede and Illinois Power is unsatisfactory, this is not a rate case and 
proper rates of Mississippi and Transmission should be left to later pro- 
ceeding. Arkansas-Loutsiana Gas Co__..........-------------------- 

Commission issues order allocating capacity on Mississippi’s system 

ursuant to proceedings initiated under Sections 5(a) and 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act. Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co_..-..--.--------------- 

Commission approves Colorado Interstate’s use of contract demand form 
of gas tariff and terminates proceeding initiated under Section 4(e) of the 
Natural Gas Act. Colorado Interstate Gas Co 

Commission disallows proposed increased rates tendered by Respondent 
under Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act; determines just and reasonable 
rates, and provides for refunds. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co----- 

Commission conditionally approves rate settlement proposal; deems Ex- 
aminer’s decision moot; and terminates proceedings initiated under Sections 
4(e) and 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act. Tidewater Oil Co 

2. GENERAL. 

Natural Gas Act does not require company to generally supply additional 
gas to customers at a loss, nor does it give Commission power to compel the 
pipeline to make a blanket stipulation in its tariffs to the effect that it will 
supply additional gas. Colorado Interstate Gas Co__.-....------------- 

3. Leonean Unper Section 5(a) or Naturat Gas Act. 

Mississippi’s proposed merger with its subsidiary, Transmission, appears 
in public interest because service and rates should not be affected by such 
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RATES—Continued 

3. INVESTIGATION UNDER SECTION 5(A) OF NATURAL Gas Act—Continued 
an artificial corporate division; Commission notes that existing arrange- 
ment has not proved practical and will be abandoned, making unneces- 
sary the institution of a Section 5(a) proceeding to determine possible dis- 
crimination between customers of Mississippi and Transmission. Arkan- 
sas-Louisiana Gas Co 

Commission conditionally approves rate settlement proposal; deems 
Examiner’s decision moot; and terminates proceedings initiated under 
Sections 4(e) and 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act. Tidewater Oil Co 

4. Rate SETTLEMENT. 

Settlement agreement rejected since it is predicated on future contingen- 
cies and would, if approved, bind Commission to issue certificates for which 
application had not been filed, hearings held, or possible objections con- 
sidered. Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co 

Commission conditionally approves rate settlement proposal; deems 
Examiner’s decision moot; and terminates proceedings initiated under 
Sections 4(e) and 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act. Tidewater Oil Co__..---- 

5. RoLLED IN AND Spurr Levet Rarzs. 

In light of present record Commission is of the opinion that it was not in 
the public interest to establish separate supplier of gas and impose high 
costs of new pipeline wholly on Laclede and Illinois Power . . . costs of 
pipeline extensions ordinarily being rolled-in so all customers bear new 
costs, consistent with Commission allocation principles. Arkansas-Louisi- 
ana G 

6. ZONING. 

Since Tennessee operates a fully integrated transmission system pro- 
viding essentially same type of pipeline service in all zones, with zone 
boundaries which do not correspond to any actual divisions in system 
operations or service, Commission finds it obviously impossible to identify 
the portion of its mainline facilities which was installed or is used specifi- 
cally for benefit of any individual customer. Tennessee Gas Transmission 


Commission adopts Mcf-mile method (with modifications) for allocation 
of Tennessee’s svstem-wide transmission costs between existing zones to 
be applicable for future—unless or until demonstrated that a change is 
required. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 206, 215 

Any allocation method for Tennessee’s system should meet following 
basic requirements: (1) Assign fair share of total system cost of service to 
each zone; (2) be practical and not so complex as to require long tedious 
studies, ete., but be one that can be expeditiously applied to facts quickly 
ascertainable; and (3) results reached should make sense. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 

Commission policy of using system-wide average of mainline transmis- 
sion costs of integrated pipeline as foundation for allocation of costs to zones 
or classes of customers, results in administrative simplicity; but more im- 
portantly the sharing of system costs on system-wide basis is a fairer and 
more rational concept of allocation than any attempt to guess what it might 
cost to serve each individual customer separately. Tennessee Gas Trans- 
mission Co 

As between two allocation procedures, both economically defensible, 
that one should be preferred which minimizes the differential in zone rates; 
but differences in cost in system as large as Tennessee’s should not be ig- 
nored since use of average cost method without zone differentials would in 
circumstances of this case, result in undue discrimination. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 

Where zones of a pipeline system have no extreme variations in load 
factors or load density, density factor can, by Mcf-mile method, be applied 
directly to system-wide costs to provide allocation giving reasonable effect 
to increase in cost cf transmission in each successive zone without disregard- 
ing that facilities in each zone are part of integrated system. Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Co 


Commission rejects zone-by-zone method for Tennessee’s system; finding 
there is no objective formula for determining “actual cost’’ of serving one 
or more customers from integrated pipeline, and noting that segregation of 
facilities contemplated by zone-by-zone method has never been approved 


as a basis of allocation of transmission costs of integrated system. Tennessee 
Gas Transmission Co 
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RATES—Continued 

6. Zonrne—Continued 

In adjusting Mcf-mile method with respect to New England zone, 
Commission employs Docket No. G—5259 revenue levels to apportion fifty- 
percent of demand and commodity costs to provide resonable means of 
insuring long deferred transition to Mcf-mile cost allocation in a gradual 
and orderly manner without unduly disrupting marketing patterns de- 
veloped by Tennessee’s customers. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 
RATE SCHEDULES. 

1. EscaLation CLAUSE. 

Concluding proposed sales are required by public convenience and 
necessity at prices not in excess of 16.5 and 17.0 cents, Commission notes 
such price levels will not result in triggering general price rises or an 
increase in United’s existing rates by reason of ‘favored nation”’ clauses or 
otherwite:’ “Taw Gale Ol Compmienc2 ok oto hed ee besi cc iced 

2. Tarirr PROVISIONS AND SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 

As long as rate ultimately arrived at by the Commission does not pierce 
contract ceiling, route by which Commission reaches its destination is matter 
wholly beyond legitimate scope of service agreement. Alabama- Tennessee 
SRE A. 5 iin Pe li a Dll he bin beccdnep a andi 

Deviation from letter of service agreement discussed; Commission finds 
that where such service agreements expressly contemplate ex parte filings, 
rights of customers will be generally safeguarded by order assuring refund 
at least as great as customer would have been entitled to had rate increase 


contemplated by contract not been exceeded. Alabama-Tennessee Natural 
GUT oct ee sai sss oad 2k ee cmaks eee so kas 


RATE OF RETURN. 


CATCO allowed overall rate of return of 11 percent. Continental Oil Co_ 
Amounts for rates of return stated in rate increase filings place no 
limitation on rates of return permitted Respondent. Alabama- Tennessee 
PUN UN cg ie er as aS ee ee et ee Re 
Rates of return determined here for jurisdictional business are deemed 
necessary if jurisdictional business is to provide its fair share of return to 
which company is entitled; but Commission need not close its eyes to 
beneficial effects of industrial sales on Company’s economic strength in 


evaluating its ability to finance operations. Alabama-Tennessee Natural 
CR rt eek bs acct tose esc adeuatee<anse. J denseaenoscbes 

Commission notes that over-all rate of return here found just and reason- 
able would bring a return on common equity of approximately 9.50 for 
prospective period. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co__...----------- 

Commission concludes that 6% percent is afair and reasonable rate of 
return for all dockets. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 


REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 


CATCO contention that no refund requirement existed until issuance 
of mandate by the Third Circuit is rejected; if permitted to file 184 cent 
rate prospectively only, CATCO would retain portion of rate found unlaw- 
ful, Supreme Court’s decision and subsequent hearings would be rendered 
in part futile, and CATCO would be unjustly enriched Continental Oil Co_ 

Requiring restitution of difference between 21.4-cent rate and 18}4-cent 
rate found reasonable condition of issuance of permanent certificates to 
CATCO companies under provisions of Section 7(e) of the Natural Gas 
PASSE, I Ni a a sees ni ice least niga i iW sled ain Tem eae 

Commission requires refunds of amounts above permanently certificated 
rate with respect to the two producers whose temporary authorizations 
contained rate conditions. The Ohio Oil Co 


SECURITIES. 


Commission finds issuance of securities herein compatible with the 
public interest and emphasizes its lack of jurisdiction over construction of 
facilities by private electric companies. Pacific Power & Light Co._----- 

Finding the plain purpose of Sec. 204 is to prevent issuance of securities 
which might impair a company’s financial integrity or ability to perform 
its public utility responsibilities, Commission states that in testing a 
security issue by statutory standards it must be satisfied that object is 
lawful and within corporate purposes. Pacific Power & Light Co 
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SECURITIES—Continued 

Considering the facts currently before it, Commission finds it would be 
a serious abuse of power to require a hearing and thus delay this security 
issue. Pacific Power & Light Co 

Approval of securities is not tantamount to approval of Klamath Falls 
line, or any other facility, and implies no opinion or conclusion on question 
whether, how or by whom Bonneville power should be transmitted to 
California. Pacific Power & Light Co 
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APPLICATION REQUIRED. 
Tenneco Corp., docket No. CI61—1272 

AUTHORIZATION OF. 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. CP62-149 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-97___...------ 
Kentucky Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP61-312-- 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket No. CP62-123_.. 
Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. CP62-136-- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-128__------- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-207 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-210_.._----- 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP62-26_.._-.------- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-44___- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-150 


ACCOUNTS. 


California Electric Power Co., project No. 344...--------- 
laske Power Gu, neeiest Tee We. 5 os hocks cio soncaus 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 2055_~.-.----------------- 
Metropolitan Edison Co., project No. 1888_.-..---------- 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., project No. 346 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 99 


Southern California Edison Co., project No. 67 


ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 


1. 


DETERMINATION OF. 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 2055. _._.-..........-...-- 
Metropolitan Edison Co., project No. 1888_._.----------- 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 99_.......--------- 


ALLOCATICN OF GAS. 


Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-17567 


ANNUAL CHARGES. 


Alabama Power Co., docket No. E-6893__......--.------- 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165__.....-.-..-------- 
Oakdale Irrigation District, project No. 2005_.......------ 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082__..-.-.------ 
Pasadena, California, City of, project No. 1250__.....----- 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 2150__-.._--- 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 204 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 


m cto = 


or 


. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


. PETITION TO AMEND REJECTED. 


. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 


Section 7 (N.G.A.). 


. APPLICATION DENIED. 


Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-19277 


Seneca Gas Co. of West Virginia, Inc., docket No. G-18442- 


. APPLICATION WITHDRAWN. 


Slater, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP61-337 


Superior Oil Co., The, docket No. G-15431__.__.--------- 
American Gas Co. of Wisconsin, Inc., docket No. CP62-104- 
Bradley Producing Corp., The, docket No. G—19401_-__-_--- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-2214 


Bn ae we ee ee ee ee eee 
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Continued 
5. CertTiIFICATE AMENDED—Continued Page 
Coastal Transmission Corp., docket No. G—18338_________- 1250 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. G—-19376_____ 799 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-109_-_- 375 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-2206_____________ 800 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-11797____________ 605 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12580___________- 790 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-64_._._....... 1365 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—9262________- 1123 
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corp., docket No. G—9262-__-__-_ 76 
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corp., docket No. CP62-106__. 488 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G-8763__..._..._._--___-_- 179 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—16841__ 171, 424 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket Ne CP61-30. 606 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., ‘docket No. G-16011_- 1110 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G- heeee..: 2; 13, 382, 1005 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-213_________ 1112 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. ‘(Successor to Magnolia Petroleum 

Co.), docket No. G-11742 ig ine os ee re Ee eB oe 956 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP60-11____-_- 412 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-4715__________-- 1113 f 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-9201_. _________-_ 176 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., docket No. CP61-197__ 400 : 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-12569_ _________- 537 ' 

6. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 

Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-197- 994 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP61-24___- 792 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-94__._ 1378 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-141_._ 495 
Ashland Oil & Refining Co., docket No. CI60—-738______--_- 1383 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. CP62-43____------.. 523 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. CP62-67____------.. 1043 
Bradley Producing Corp., The, docket No. G-19401__-.... 1050 
Cimarron Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-234__._.... 1248 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP60—-32____.-___----- 396 : 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP61—263-____-.__-_--_- 652 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP62-123__._______--- 615 f 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP62-147______-_-_--- 913 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP62-148_____-__-_-_- 603 | 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP62-211___-..-___-_- 1259 
Coastal Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-231___----. 1175 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP62-99____-_--_- 21 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP62-100_____-__- 197 
Colorado-W yoming Gas Co., docket No. CP62-149_____-_- 944 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-56_---_- 840 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-109_--_- 23 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G-11024_____.____-__---- 96 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-177-_-_-- 995 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP60-72_____-_-_-_- 1134 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-—296______----- 85 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-63___._-_----- 527 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-97___--.------ 30 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-114_____-_----- 377 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-122__._______- 378 
Equitable Gas Co., docket No. CP62-186_-.__------------ 1381 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-257____--- 1367 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-155____--------- 680 
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corp., docket No. CP62-74_-_- 80 
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corp., docket No. CP62-106__ 488 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP- 

it os tna a tine tt Rinadhan Se tanmeannenee = 419 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket No. CP62-163__.. 842 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-75___-------- 87 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-137_--------- 380 
Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. CP62-35___-------- q 


Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. CP62-164____------ 908 
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Page Continued 
250 6. Certiricats GRantep—Continued Page 
799 Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP61-102.. 449 
375 Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-76- 182 
800 Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP61-234_ _.__- 1092 
505s Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-121_ 997 
790—s Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-135. 681 
365—Cti«*‘ST Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-162_ 1129 
123 i Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-174. 1261 
-— J Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. CP62-79.. 1104 
88 ; Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. CP62-144_. 1126 
79 : New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. CP62-25_- 650 
24 i New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. CP62-102_-. 411 
06 i North Central Gas Co., docket No. CP62-38-_____-------- 528 
10 «| Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-186_-__------ 607 
05 Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-332___.----- 91 
12 Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-37__-_------- 199 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-78__-_------- 89 
56 Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP62-2__....-------- 532 
12 Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP62-26___-.-.------ 947 
13 Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP62-68_....-.....-- 10 
76 Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP62-138__......---- 427 
10 Ohio Oil Co., The (Operator), docket No. G-15385_-_.----- 551 
7 Olin Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-125__-_---- 852 
Pacific Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-59__..-.-. 671 
4 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-103- -- 35 
2 Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-13780___-..---- 347 
8 South Texas Natural Gas Gs ithering Co., docket No. CP62- ; 
5 RI ect ts Saeed Lae einen ea ede 327 
3 South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. CP62- 
3 IO asics seh se ae cha De clic si ce ast ean aso pata 1001 
3 Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-198__.___---- 949 
0 Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. CP62-110_....--------- 583 
8 Standard Oil Co. of California, docket No. C160—333___---- 1153 
5 Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP6: 2-14 sss 384 
2 Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-92----- 27 
5 Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62- s ee 400 
3 Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-6_--- 194 
} Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-44_.. 1012 
) Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-81_.. 492 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-142_. 1107 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-156_. 676 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-217-- 999 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP61- ‘. 
OG ano05 Bie eee ee ie eee cs 85¢ 
Tr: anscontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP61- i 
SO i chin ahs Sh dg Ai ea set alia each alta hs dst tn ate ets a 992 
Semtapnidinanie’ Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62- ‘a 
ee ee eee TTT Pe eee ee ~ 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62- ‘ 
WOE otek ied eiasie bee aw es ee eae a ae 389 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62- bao 
TN nis tii is a es le cla dialect clinch acetates tee sameiits 4 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62 
DAs 6 oct «ttn diene an haeitae ake eaaewebnea as 912 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62- 
Pa da dn. Melgean dna ate bende baad addinnnses 858 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP62- 
RO ics he bist cesdtetali ait Steel ce aa ad dia ea ne te vache 963 
Transwestern Pi ae = Co., docket No. CP62-185__...----- 1357 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP62-41__._.....-------- 178 
Trunkline Gas Co. docket No. CP62=126...............- 314 
Union Light, Heat and Power Co., The, docket No. CP61- ie 
PR ate cates eased a eee co acaeana ‘ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-95__..------- 1003 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-208...-..---- 1173 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-213__--.----- 1363 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Continued 
7. REINSTATED. 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G-6650 
8. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATE 
a. Denied. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-14562_____- 
b. Modified. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16842 
c. Rescinded. 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-19277_.___-_- 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
1. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 


Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Co., docket No. E- 
7036 


DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 
Central Louisiana Electric Co., Inc., docket No. CP62-129- 
DETERMINATION OF SERVICE AREA—Section 7(f) (N.G.A.). 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-233__.----.----- 
EXPORTATION. 
1. ELEectrIc. 
Glacier Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-6446 


2. GAs. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—104 
a. Authorization Rescinded. 
Rio Grande Valley Gas Co., docket No. G—1368 
INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. Gas. 


American Gas Co. of Wisconsin, Inc., docket No. CP62-104_-_ 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2306_-- -- 
Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. CP62-105_- 
Central Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-71 
Fort Smith Gas Corp., docket No. CP62-101___-_-------- 
Towa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. CP61—269________- 
Suburban Fuel Gas Inc., The, docket No. CP62-—224_____-_- 
Taylorstown Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-98___-_-__- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP61-—194_ 
INVESTIGATION. 
1. OrvER INsTITUTING. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP62-7_-_--- 
New England Power Co., issued February 28, 1962_-.-..---- 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038 
JURISDICTION. 
1. Gas. 


Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. CI62-627_...._--- 
LICENSE. 
1. AMENDMENTS. 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146.........----------- 
Chugach Electric Association, Inc., project No. 2170 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2106 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2030 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 372___..------ 
Washington Public Power wer System, project No. 2244. 
Western Colorado Power Co., The, project No. 400 
Youkin, Imo\, pemieth NO; SIG? oli be heel cetocce 
a. Denied. 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 696 
2. Exursits. 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165_...-.-...-.-------- 
Carolina Power & Light Co., project No. 2206 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 1218 
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LICENSE—Continued 
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2. Exurpits—Continued Page 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 5__.--------------- 937 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2188__.------------ 1059 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2105___..---.------ 938 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2062....<.-....-..- 1366 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 1881-___----- 173 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project 2150... ........- 1262 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 2101_-. 822 
Seattle, Washington, City of, project No. 553__...-------- 1037 
Tapoco, Inc., project No. hhc eet asks 1030 
Virginia Elec tric & Power Co. , project No. ee os cae 599 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 2058--.---- 902 
3. IN GENERAL. 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 1894_-_---- 926 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 696__..-.---------- 344 
4. Mason PROSECcTs. 
Cond: Th. Ens graieel Nat WIG ee 3s Soa ee soiwx 316 
Publie Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2287... 826 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2288---- 830 
5. ORDER REQUIRING APPLICATION FOR LICENSE. 
Union Electric Co., docket No. E-6927_....-.-.---------- 801 
6. SURRENDER. 
California-Pacifie Utilities Co., project No. 1985._..------- 1109 
Seward, Alaska, City of, project No. 217)_..------------- 694 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 675____------------ 665 
7. WrrHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 
Coos-Curry Electric Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2172-.-. 936 
East Bay Municipal Utility District, project No. 2128 _- 499 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. Amici CuURIAE. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-5471_._ 1063 
2. CONSOLIDATION AND SEVERANCE. 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2_____-_-------- 952 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—17567_-_------ 330 
Continental Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G-15170__----- 345 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-9262___.----- 1123 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP61-234_ -__-_- 1092 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—14562- - -_- 610 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP61-106_-_-_- 502 
Texaco-Seaboard Inc., docket No. G—13169___......__---- 482 
Tidewater Oil Co., docket No. G—13310____.-..---------- 1267 
3. EvIDENCE. 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1____---------_ 20, 943 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2____----------- 1038 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. CP62-110_____-_------- 34 
Texaco-Seaboard Inc., docket No. G—-13169_____...-___--- 482 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—-20464______---_- 893 
4. Examiners’ RULING. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-4769___--.---.--- 1369 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—16235__--___--- 597, 600 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-17296_.._. 988 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-132______-__- 9 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 2114__._-__-_- 1053 
Suen: Ol Co., dockes Noe G-OGG6. 2. ic sacenicccccaceccesus 1 
5. HEARINGS. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP62-7____ 1041 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2106.___..--.----. 928 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038__.._._. 959 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—14562_ ___- 610 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-14-_-_--- 900 
Texaco-Seaboard Inc., docket No. G-13169____------ 482 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-10000. 647 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G- AR in 538 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-233. -......----- 1386 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-161______--_- 690 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 





6. In GENERAL. Page 
American Gas Co., docket No. CP62-84______.....---_--- 951 
Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket No. G-15678__.._-_-_-. 1064 
Bradley Producing Corp., The, docket No. G-19401-_-__-- 1050 
Cities Service Co. (formerly called Arkansas Fuel Oil Corp.), 

TAURI INGs Ge 6b 6 ch ot bases awsewwadtbcncccn 1039 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G-11024____._.__.-_--_- 592, 927 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G—-15571_____--..--_----- 1077 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16235__-..-_--- 321, 984 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. CI62-627___.___-- 1078 
Hunt, Hassie Trust (Operator), docket No. G-19115____-__- 601 
Magna Oil Corp. (Successor to The Grande Corporation), 

Le Oe ee a 2 oe aS eee 1091 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—18313___- 4 
Montana Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP61-234____-- 1092 
National Power Survey Advisory Committees, Order Estab- 

lishing Procedures, issued March 22, 1962____...._.-_- 598 
National Power Survey Executive Advisory Committee, The 

Order Establishing, issued March 8, 1962_______________ 490 
National Gas Advisory Council, The Order Est: ablishing, 

Send Pern OTIS oi ada ose Sikwiwns céscdcuccncx 337 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-17485____._.----- 1005 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-132______--- 9 
Order No. 238-A, docket a 184 
Order No. 239-A’ UN REO Wdenscdéowcik woman 185 
Order No. 240, docket No. R-204............-........-- 2 
Order No. 241, docket No. R—205. ....................-- 33 
Order No. 242, docket No. R-203....................... 339 
Order No. 245, docket No, R-206. << 6c cccweccccececccs 341 
Order No. 244, doeket No. R-O10...........--.<..........- 521 
Order No. 245, docket No. R-214. . .........<c.......<c 887 
Order No. 246, docket No. R-208. .=...................- 1008 
Order No. 247, docket No. H-216. =... .................< 1119 
Order No. 248; doeket No. Re217 = . <2. o.222 5s. ccwcwnccnn 1121 
Ooder NO. B49, Goenet NO. Breit oa sc coed csi ccc cnescs 1114 
Order No. 250, dobket No. R218... 23.522 .225.~...-2ee 1151 
Order No. 251; doeket. No. R-Z?T0:. ... 23k cee 1360 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—-15641____-- 686 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-103__. 1383 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. (Successor to Magnolia Petro- 

loum: Oo.) , GeGnet Iwo. G-219748. «5. oo os oon kee cue 956 
Southern California Edison Co., docket No. CP61-172_.-. 910 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980-_--_-- 202 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—14562-__-_-_- 610 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP61-106_... 502 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-14__-_-- 900 
Texaco Inc. (Successor to Texaco-Seaboard, Inc.), docket No. 

er nee ee UE Ra ES bo mnie 1106 
Texaco-Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G—-13169__.._._-__---- 15 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-122_._ 1122 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP61- 

a nee er De, ek Cas ee A DB I 612 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. G-15846____._--_- 1049 
Union Texas Petroleum, 2 Division of Allied Chemical 

Corn:; Gocket No: G-ibeee. oo ba eh cece 1016 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CPGs-161. «<2. .=.<: 690 
Washington Public Power Supply System, project No. 2257. 693 

7. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16235____...----- 984 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-132______--- 990 

8. INTERVENTION. 

American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP61-24_._._. 792 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. CP62—43____.--_-- 370 
Hunt, Hassie Trust (Operator), docket No. G-19115___--_- 601 


Seneca Gas Co. of West Virginia, Inc., docket No. G-18442. 678 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-122.. 391 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-6_... 194 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

















9. Mortons. Page 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1_-_--------_- 696, 943 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-17567-__.-_-.-- 1257 
Champlin Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. RI62- 

DO sca ca aaah ical cc fe ce at ce cel 1240 
Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell Co., docket No. G-15033_. 550 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. Ce eiictecancauun 800 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16235___-_-..._- 321, 984 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. CI62-627__._.___- 193 
Hunt, Hassie Trust (Operator), docket No. G-19115__----- 601 
J. Ray McDermott & Co., Inc., docket No. G—19873____.-- 1358 
J. Ray MeDermott & Co., Inc., docket No. RI60-383__.... 1359 
Murphy Corp., docket No. RI61-145_-_......-...-.----- 425 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-19040___...._--- 614 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-132___._..... 990 
Southern California Edison Co., docket No. CP61-172-___-_- 910 
Tenneco Corp., docket No. CI61-1272- -_...........---.. 4 
Texaco-Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G-13169____......-_-- 15 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. G-13997__...-.--- 670 
Union Texas Natural Gas Corp. (Operator), docket No. 






| ee ret emt) tee SRT Sen Pe anne 649 




























10. OraL ARGUMENT. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-5471_.. 1063 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980___-_. 668 
11. REHEARING OR RECONSIDERATION. 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-17567__-...---- 1257 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-20272____.-------- 369 
Ben Bolt Gathering Co., docket No. G-20032_._..-------- 334 
Blanco Oil Co. (Operator), issued February 23, 1962__-_--_- 393 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G-11024_____......_-.--- 592 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-4769_____.._-_--- 336 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—18313__-- 180 
Ohio Oil Co., The, Operator, docket No. G-15385--_------- 991 
Ondet No; SE2, GOGRO ING. N- aU nn ds oceciscennndsecnncs 666 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-15641___... 688 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., dated January 11, 1962___- 26 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-103_.. 491 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. G—13876__..................... 674 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-13780_-_-_------ 675 
Sun Oil Co., doeket No. G-GG00.... ..... . 6... csesedcceesccce 940 
Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Co., docket No. RI62-196--_-_--_- 94 
Superior Oil Co., docket No. G—-15554_____..-...--.------ 846 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980---_-- 668 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16842-_-__- 1178 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—20388-_ _.-- 367 
Texaco Inc., docket No. G—15546.......................- 847 
Texaco-Seaboard Inc., docket No. G—-13169_______..------ 482 






Union Electric Co., docket No. E-6927___.......--------- 











12. REMANDED PROCEEDINGS. 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-18419___- 29 


13. REOPENED PROCEEDINGS. 














Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-14562___-_- 610 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464___.._.__-- 893 
14. SHow Cause. 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G—6650_......-...-.........-... 940 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP61-106___- 502 
15. Stay ORDER. 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—-17567____..--- 1257 
Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket No. G-15678_____..... 1064 
Cities Service Co. (formerly called Arkansas Fuel Oil Corp.), 
Geeiet Ne. GB iee ooo se vcccedeacncccaeenbainad 1039 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G-11024_____..______-- 498, 927 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. G—-15571____________-__-- 1077 
Magna Oil Corp. (Successor to The Grande Corp.), docket 
Pee C2 tes co cb hi il bn oa en Resa nsan 1091 






Ohio Oil Co., , ING: Go SRRGGi <cnsaaa 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDU RE—Continued 











15. Stay OrpeER—Continued Page 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—-15641__-__-_- 686 
Shell Oil Co., Goeket No. G-19670.........-............... 674 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Ine., docket No. G—13780__-___-- 657, 1060 
Texaco Inc., docket No. G-15546__................_-_--- 847 
Texaco Inc. (Successor to Texaco-Seaboard, Inc.), docket No. 

I nee ae el Pe EN Bo oe Si as 1106 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. G-15846________-- 1049 
Union Texas Petroleum, a Division of Allied Chemical Corp., 

SNIO PO0, eto ok ee oe ey ei cadbawawen 1016 

16, SUBPOENA. 

American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-18419_-__- 29 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16235______-_--_- 321 
Houston Texas Gas and Oil Corp., docket No. G—9262____- 78 

17. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 

Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—-16125________- 437 
Bradley Empire Corp., docket No. G-18407______-------- 372 
California Pacific Utilities Co., project No. 1985_______-_-- 1109 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-20521________- 1065 
Communications with the Commission, Individual Commis- | 

sioners, and Presiding Officers, docket No. R-175__------ 521 
Continental Oil Co. (Operator), ‘docket No. G-15170_- = 345 
Coos-Curry Electric Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2172_- 936 
Dunlap Oil Corp., docket No. G- ci .. 899 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—9262________- 1123 
Fly, Paul J. (Operator), docket tO: G-B0eet o.oo ccccncx 684 
Gordon Street, Inc., docket No. G-17722_____..---.------ 1017 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G-19257____......-_-------- 25 
J. Ray McDermott & Co., Inec., docket No. G-19873______- 1358 
Louisville, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP61-346_______- 1150 
Midwest Oil Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-13774_____._.. 692 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19040__________-_ 915 
Ohio Oil Co., The, docket No. RI60-92____......._-__--_-- 1373 
Rate Filings Based on State-Prescribed Minimum Prices, 

Nonacceptability of, docket No. R-168______--------- 326, 523 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. RI61-547__________--_- 92 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—9174___--_- 1055 
Texaco Inc. Gocket Tyo. G-16b4G..; .......-...--.-....- 441 
Texas Eastern Penn-Jersey Transmission Corp., docket No. 

RNR Sel ic Scat rei es a Ss ols ee 429 
Tidewater Oil Co., docket No. G-13310_____._.-_-_------ 1267 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. RP61-13_ —‘187 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. oe 930 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-9547__......---- 50 


United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12493_..-_-------- 1241 


PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. APPLICATION DENIED. 


Georgia Power Co., project No. 2303__.......-.---------- 663 
2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 

Wilson, Robert P., project No, 2279. .._................-. 394 
3. EXTENSION DENIED. 

Washington Public Power Supply System, project No. 2257__ 693 

RATES. 

1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF Cost. 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980___._ 202 
2. AREA Rate PROCEEDING. 

Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-—1___._--------- 20, 943 

Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2__-__..----- 952, 1038 
3. Fitines, SCHEDULES, SERVICE AGREEMENTS, ETC. 

a. Accepted. 
radley Producing Corp., The, docket No. G-19401___-_-_-- 1050 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP61-—263___--.------- 652 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-122_______-.-- 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co., docket No. CP62-163_.. 842 








oo 


= oe 
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RATES—Continued 
3. Fitines, ScHEDULEs, SERVICE AGREEMENTs—Continued 


a. Accepted—Continued 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G-8763_____...._..______- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—16841 
New England Power Co., issued F ebruary 28, 1962 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61—186__._____- 
Olin Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP62-125 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. RIG1-547____.....__-_- 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. OR. cin nme end cnteneebanann 


ameaioees Gas Pipe Line Soi docket No. RP61-13--_ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-213_._______- 
b. Confirmed and Approved. 
United States Tiesneceion of the Interior, Bonneville Power 
Administration, docket No. E-6905 
United States Department of the Interior, Bonneville Power 
Administration, docket No. E-7023_.............._---- 
United States Department of the Interior, Southeastern 
Power Administration, John H. Kerr and Philpott Proj- 
Onbn, CURING ING. I" Feito eiccancneandmacwane 
United States Department of the any Southwestern 
Power Administration, docket No. E-6582_______..____- 
United States Department of the Pa Southwestern 
Power Administration, docket No. E-6975 
c. Rejected. 
Superior Oil Co., The, docket No. G-15431__....._.-_---- 
d. Suspended. 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038___--_- 
oan: Gl Cea, doolket NG: G5-GG0R nn on occ caeececencdawaces 
e. Withdrawn. 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. RI61—547_____.___---- 


. INCREASE DISALLOWED. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-5471_- 


. IN GENERAL. 


Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1-_-__----------- 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-17567____---- 


Champlin Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), docket No. RI62- 


AG St Ue en wsndncdenka usa beodenasens 
Crow Drilling Co., Inc., docket No. G-6622____......----- 
Helmerich & Payne, Inc., docket No. RI60—-198_ __.__-_--- 
New England Power Co., issued February 28, 1962___-_---_- 
Rate Filings Based on State-Prescribed Minimum Prices, 

Nonacceptibility of, docket No. R-168____-..-------- 3: 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980_ -__- 


. Rate Fors. 


Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—20521__-_-_-_-- 


7. REFUND. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-5471-- 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—16125_-__---_--- 
Continental Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—15170_-_-_--- 
Dunlap Oil Corp., docket No. G-19935___...------------- 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP61-20_--_--_- 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-9262_.___-__- 
Fly, Paul J. (Operator), docket No. G—20207___.---------- 
Helmerich & Payne, Inc., docket No. RI60—-198____-_----- 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. G—13876_...................... 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-13780_-..------ 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G-6650........................- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-9174-_-_-_--_- 
"TORROO TG. CRUEE Tes CP —ROo og Senne iéca cencacacns 
Texaco-Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G—13169____.--------- 
Tidewater Oil Co., docket No. G-13310__-_.-_----------- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. RP61-13- 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G—12884_____...---------- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-9547___._------- 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12493___.._._-_--- 





1492 SUBJECT INDEX 


RATES—Continued 


8. SETTLEMENT. 
a. Amended. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-20272 
Midwest Oil Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-13774) 
Natural Gas Pipleine Co. of America, docket No. G—18148_-_ 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12706___- 
b. Approved. 
Continental Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—-15170 
Dunlap Oil Corp., docket No. G-19935 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP61-20 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-9262 
Fly, Paul J. (Operator), docket No. G-20207 
Gordon Street, Inc., docket No. G—17722 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G-19257 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP60-1 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19040 
Ohio Oil Co., The, docket No. RI60-92 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G-6650 


Tidewater Oil Co., docket No. G-13310 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. RP61-13_- 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-12884 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-9547 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12493 
c. Rejected. 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-18419__-_ 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G-17567 
SECURITIES. 
1. IssSUANCE OF. 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-7018 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-7017. 
Gulf States Utilities Co., 
Interstate Power Co., docket oy E- 7028 Beane on ke alan 905 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. E-7032_.......__- 824 
Kansas Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-7033 987 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-7027 
Northern States Power Co., docket No. E-7035 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7020___..._----- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7024 617, 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7025_____.__--- 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-7031 
2, SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIZATION. 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-7018 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E- 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-7030 
Northern States Power Co., docket No. E-7035 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7024___________- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E—-7025___-______-_- 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-7031 
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